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1. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1 160-1 164 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
European Patent Application 318,164 in view of Greshes -579 (see col. 5, lines 50-54 and lines 
61-62; col. 8, lines 27-34). 

European -318 discloses a computer controlled process for casting monomelic formulations and 
curing them to make eyeglass lenses, this reference essentially lacking a clear disclosure of 
monitoring and displaying the status of the curing unit as the monomer is cured and also that the 
curing would involve heating as well light radiation. However, European -318 clearly teaches that 
the curing unit consists of a double oven (26a and 26b) which is "preprogrammed to go through a 
predetermined heating and cooling cycle that provides for curing of the resin at the proper 
temperatures"--see page 12, lines 31-32. Ie, the curing unit is clearly controlled by a computer. 
Greshes -579 discloses a computer implemented method for controlling and displaying hot air 
temperatures during the formation of an eyeglass lens (ie, "same can then be observed and 
monitored", column 5, line 53) using a computer controlled and programmed press. See also the 
next line, in which Greshes -579 discloses that such observation and monitoring is "well 
known, and conventional in the heating art". At column 5, lines 61-62, Greshes -579 teaches 
that the plastic of the lens can be heated by heating the molds through conductive heating and/or 
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radiation heating. It is submitted that employing heat as well as light is conventional in the curing 
of monomers to make eyeglass lenses and that one of ordinary skill in the art would have known 
this and modified the heating of European -318 accordingly. Further, if Greshes -579 knows that 
observing and monitoring the status of a heating unit to make an eyeglass lens is conventional in 
the art, should not applicant also know this? While it is true that the heating and pressing of 
Greshes -579 involves thermoplastic resins and European -318 and applicant cures or polymerizes 
monomers, it would be assumed that one of ordinary skill in the lens art would have knowledge of 
computer controls and monitor screens to show the status of the processing. Given the state of 
the art in computer controls, bar graph indicators (ie, picture representations) using different 
colors showing the temperature and extent of cure of a lens formulation or tables indicating the 
same thing would not be beyond the realm of one of ordinary skill in the art. Indeed, a visit to any 
computer controlled facility shows screens displaying information in such a format to be nothing 
but conventional and well known in the molding art. 

2. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to M. Vargot whose telephone number is 703 308-2621. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703 308-0661. 
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